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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of this application are respectfully requested. 
Claims 1-14, 17-25, 27-34, and 36-44 remain pending. By this communication, 
claims 1, 24, and 36 are amended. Claim 35 is canceled. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §102 

Claims 1-8. 10-11. and 17 - Ark 

Claims 1-8, 10, 11, and 17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Ark etal. (U.S. Patent No. 6,190,314, hereinafter Ark). Applicants 
respectfully traverse this rejection. 

Applicants have amended claim 1 to include the feature of the biomedical 
signal measurement module "correcting user-to-user variation based on values 
of the detected biomedical signals being within a range of respective threshold 
levels" originally found in non-rejected claim 12. The Office recognizes, and 
Applicants submit that nowhere in Ark is this afore-mentioned feature disclosed. 

Because Ark fails to disclose each and every feature of the claimed invention, 
Ark cannot anticipate or render the claimed invention as recited in claim 1 obvious to 
one skilled in the art. Claims 2-8, 10-11, and 17 are also allowable by virtue of their 
dependency from independent claim 1 , and for the features recited therein. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the rejection to claims 1-8, 
10, 11, and 17 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) be withdrawn. 
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Claims 1-11, 13-14, 17-34, and 37^44 - Teller 

Claims 1-11, 13, 14, 17-34, and 37-44 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(e) 
as being anticipated by Teller et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,261,690, hereinafter Teller). 
Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

Applicants have amended claims 1 and 24 to include the feature of the 
biomedical signal measurement module "correcting user-to-user variation based 
on values of the detected biomedical signals being within a range of respective 
threshold levels" The Office acknowledges that Teller does not disclose this afore- 
mentioned feature. Hence, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of this 
rejection. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S 103 

Claims 12, 35, and 36 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being 

unpatentable over Teller in view of Oakley et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,881,191, 
hereinafter Oakley). Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

The Office asserts that Oakley discloses the feature of "correcting user-to- 
user variation based on values of the detected biomedical signals being within 
a range of respective threshold levels." Applicants respectfully disagree. 

Oakley discloses a cardiac monitoring apparatus and a method for monitoring 
a user's heart rate. The cardiac monitoring apparatus includes a microcontroller that 
performs several signal processing functions and executes internal algorithms on 
ECG data. Oakley, col. 5, lines 65-67. One of the key processing functions involves 
variable gain. During periods of movement, noise artefacts are induced by variations 
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in the user's skin potentials. Oakley, col. 6, lines 8-9. The gain and dV/dt (rate of 
change of voltage) thresholds for ECG measurement are adjusted based on the 
current user movement level detected by the accelerometer. Oakley, col. 6, lines 5- 
8. Oakley discloses using the movement data to improve the signal-to-noise ratio of 
the ECG signal to help ensure a clean and uninterrupted data stream. Oakley, col. 
6, lines 9-12. 

In other words, Oakley discloses correcting variations in the current user's 
skin potentials by adjusting the gain threshold of ECG measurements based on 
the detected movement level of the current user, rather than "correcting user-to- 
user variation based on values of the detected biomedical signals being within 
a range of respective threshold levels " as recited in claims 1 and 24 as amended. 

Therefore, Teller or Oakley, alone or in combination, fails to disclose or 
suggest all of the features as recited in claims 1 and 24, the independent claims from 
which the rejected claims depend. Claim 35 has been canceled, thereby rendering 
the rejection to claim 35 moot. Thus, it is respectfully requested that the rejection to 
claims 12, 35, and 36 be withdrawn. 
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Conclusion 

Based on at least the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicants submit 
that claims 1-14, 17-25, 27-34, and 36-44 are allowable, and that this application is 
in condition for allowance. Accordingly, Applicants request a favorable examination 
and consideration of the instant application. In the event the instant application can 
be placed in even better form, Applicants request that the undersigned attorney be 
contacted at the number below. 
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